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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 1 21 : 

I. Claims 13-15, drawn to network management system with an integrated 
display screen coupled to the managing computer, classified in class 709, 
subclass 223. 

II. Claims 16-24, drawn to a network management system wherein process 
pre-defined for execution to each computer included in each group, said 
each group being pre-set so as to include one of the plurality of managed 
computers, classified in class 709, subclass 220. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

2. Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together 
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct from each other if they are 
shown to be separately usable. In the instant case, invention I has separate utility such 
as an integrated managing screen display for a network management system without 
the features of invention II. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

3. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

4. Newly submitted claims 16-24 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 
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Invention II has separate utility as a process management mechanism for a 
network management system with the features of the Invention II. (See paragraphs 1-3, 
above for further explanation.) 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 16-24 are withdrawn from consideration 
as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code 103 not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kisor, 
USPN 6,098,091 (hereafter referred to as Kisor) in view of Mayo et al., USPN 5,751,965 
(hereafter referred to as Mayo). 

7. Regarding claim 13, Kisor taught a computer operation management system 
which includes a managing computer and a plurality of computers to be managed 
(column 2, lines 21-30), each of said plurality of computers to be managed (remote 
computers which are assigned tasks) comprising: 

a unit which receives operation defining information from said managing 
computer (column 6, lines 31-35); 
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a unit which causes execution of an operation processing including at least one 
of job execution control, power supply control in accordance with the operation defining 
information from said receiving unit (column 5, lines 16-25); 

a unit which transmits a result of the execution by said execution causing unit to 
said managing computer (column 6, lines 53-59); and 

a unit, responsive to an instruction from said managing computer, for collecting 
management information including load information of said computer to be managed 
and returning collected information to said managing computer, and 
wherein said managing computer (central computer) comprising: 

a management information control portion including a unit which collects the 
managing information and the execution result transmitted from the managed computer 
(column 4, lines 37-43), 

a unit, coupled to said collecting unit of the managed computer, for managing 
operation of the managing computers using the operation defining information 
transmitted to the managed computers, the collected management information and the 
execution result (column 4, lines 44-50, column 6, lines 12-15, 43-53). Kisor does not 
specifically teach an integrated managing screen display unit displaying a state of 
management by the managing computer on a screen. However, Mayo taught an 
integrated managing screen display unit represents a connection relationship among 
the managed computers by links among symbols and representing an operation state of 
a relevant managed computer in the form of a symbol color (Fig. 10, column 10, lines 3- 
25), represents each of operations executed on the computer in the form of a symbol 



Application/Control Number: 09/721 ,616 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2145 

represents an execution order of operations by links with directions among symbols and 
representing an execution state of the operation in the form of a symbol color (Fig. 1 1 , 
column 10, lines 26-46), and represents a connection relationship among the managed 
computers by links among symbols and representing an operation state of the relevant 
computer in the form of a symbol color (column 7, lines 6-29). It would have been 

A- 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
incorporating Mayo's integrated management screen in Kisor's system for assigning 
tasks would have improved system administration. The motivation would have been to 
provide a graphical representation of the relationships between functional entities on a 
network. 

8. Claims 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kisor 
in view of Chou et al., USPN 5,902,352 (hereafter referred to as Chou). 

9. Regarding claim 14, Kisor taught a computer operation management system 
which includes a managing computer and a plurality of computers to be managed 
(column 2, lines 21-30), each of said plurality of computers to be managed (remote 
computers which are assigned tasks) comprising: 

a unit which receives operation defining information from said managing 
computer (column 6, lines 31-35); 

a unit which causes execution of an operation processing including at least one 
of job execution control, power supply control in accordance with the operation defining 
information from said receiving unit (column 5, lines 16-25); 
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a unit which transmits a result of the execution by said execution causing unit to 
said managing computer (column 6, lines 53-59); and 

a unit, responsive to an instruction from said managing computer, for collecting 
management information including load information of said computer to be managed 
and returning collected information to said managing computer, and 
wherein said managing computer (central computer) comprising: 

a management information control portion including a unit which collects the 
managing information and the execution result transmitted from the managed computer 
(column 4, lines 37-43), 

a unit, coupled to said collecting unit of the managed computer, for managing 
operation of the managing computers using the operation defining information 
transmitted to the managed computers, the collected management information and the 
execution result (column 4, lines 44-50, column 6, lines 12-15, 43-53). 

Kisor does not specifically teach a managed computer comprising an integrated 
managing agent portion or a managing computer comprising an integrated management 
screen display portion. However, Chou taught an integrated managing screen display 
portion displaying a state of management by the managing computer on a screen 
(management GUI), wherein said integrated managing screen display unit changes the 
screen to display details of operation execution state on a relevant managed computer 
including any of a list of defined jobs, a list of jobs under execution and information of 
past execution history responsive to designation of specified managed computer on a 
display screen displays a configuration of a set of computers (column 27, lines 18-25), 



Application/Control Number: 09/721 ,61 6 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2145 

and designates a specified message on a relevant screen from a monitoring screen 
displaying a message an operation state of an execution result of an operation system 
or a computer system to display on another screen of the same console (column 27, 
lines 25-31), a configuration display screen of a set of computers including managed 
computers related with said message or an operation configuration screen related with 
said message (column 27, lines 48-52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made that incorporating Chou's integrated 
management screen in Kisor's system for assigning tasks would have improved system 
administration. The motivation would have been to provide an improved method of 
scheduling of assigned tasks. 

10. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kisor in 
view of Behm et al., USPN 5,414,845 (hereafter referred to as Behm). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 5, Kisor taught a computer operation management system 
which includes a managing computer and a plurality of computers to be managed 
(column 2, lines 21-30), each of said plurality of computers to be managed (remote 
computers which are assigned tasks) comprising: 

a unit which receives operation defining information from said managing 
computer (column 6, lines 31-35); 

a unit which causes execution of an operation processing including at least one 
of job execution control, power supply control in accordance with the operation defining 
information from said receiving unit (column 5, lines 16-25); 
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a unit which transmits a result of the execution by said execution causing unit to 
said managing computer (column 6, lines 53-59); and 

a unit, responsive to an instruction from said managing computer, for collecting 
management information including load information of said computer to be managed 
and returning collected information to said managing computer, and 
wherein said managing computer (central computer) comprising: 

a management information control portion including a unit which collects the 
managing information and the execution result transmitted from the managed computer 
(column 4, lines 37-43), 

a unit, coupled to said collecting unit of the managed computer, for managing 
operation of the managing computers using the operation defining information 
transmitted to the managed computers, the collected management information and the 
execution result (column 4, lines 44-50, column 6, lines 12-15, 43-53). Kisor does not 
specifically teach an integrated managing screen display unit displaying a state of 
management by the managing computer on a screen. However, Behm taught an 
integrated managing screen display unit displaying a state of management by the 
managing computer on a screen (operation interface 18), wherein said integrated 
managing screen unit relates to a particular computer with an operation executed on the 
computers switching a monitoring screen displayed by an operation monitoring unit and 
a monitoring screen displayed by a computer monitoring unit alternately for display to 
manifest the relation between the operation and the computer (column 5, lines 40-50). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made that incorporating Behm's switching between monitoring screens in Kisor's 
system for assigning tasks would have improved system administration. The motivation 
would have been to display to the network manager as much information as is available. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed August 6, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

1 3. Applicant argues - "Particularly, Chou does not teach or suggest the displaying 
of a configuration of a system including a plurality of computers and the displaying of 
the states or conditions of processes performed by the computers as in the present 
invention." 

a. Applicant's argument is not directed to specific limitations of the claim 
language. Therefore, whether or not Chou teaches the features being argued is 
irrelevant because the features argued are not claimed limitations. 

b. For the record, Chou is not relied on for the rejection to teach displaying a 
configuration of a system. According to the rejection, Mayo taught displaying of a 
configuration of a system including a plurality of computers and the displaying of 
the states or conditions of processes performed by the computers as in the 
present invention. 

14. Applicant argues - "Chou does not teach or suggest the displaying of execution 
conditions for the plurality of computers, the displaying of a plurality of computers that 
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are present on the network and the displaying of a plurality of applications that are 
performed by the computers as in the present invention." 

c. Applicant's argument is not directed to specific limitations of the claim 
language. Therefore, whether or not Chou teaches the features being argued is 
irrelevant because the features argued are not claimed limitations. 

d. For the record, Chou is not relied on for the rejection to teach displaying a 
configuration of a system. According to the rejection, Mayo taught displaying of 
execution conditions for the plurality of computers, the displaying of a plurality of 
computers that are present on the network and the displaying of a plurality of 
applications that are performed by the computers as in the present invention. 

15. Applicant argues - "The above described teachings in Behm are merely the 
display of the status of a node, not a display which may be have generated due to 
changing over of the screen from one state to another state as in the present invention." 

e. The claim language for not include "a display ... generated", the claim 
language recites switching between "screens". Assuming the Behm does teach 
display status of a node, that display status is invoked upon operator request. 
When the operator makes that request, the screens (view of the network) is 
switched. 

16. Applicant argues - "Accordingly, there is not teaching or suggestion in Behm that 
a GUI is provided for displaying a configuration of a plurality of computers and an 
execution state or progress state of the computers executed a series of jobs as in the 
present invention." 
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f. Applicant's argument is not directed to specific limitations of the claim 
language. Therefore, whether or not Behm teaches the features being argued is 
irrelevant because the features argued are not claimed limitations. 

g. However, Behm taught a GUI is provided for displaying a configuration of 
a plurality of computers and an execution state or progress state of the 
computers executed a series of jobs (see column 5, lines 40-50). 

Conclusion 

17. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on 571-272-3896. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Patrice Winder 
Primary Examiner 
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